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iJoar Jienator Jliurch.1 

.vhile I believe there oro inherent credibility problona in w^t I 
«rTirltln,- you about, I also aosuine it is one of a larse number of 
oSd Jooorta about the JPK aaaaaaination with which you are 
i^marteS and that what I con tell you about it i^y be helpful. 

In today's mall there la thla anonymous notoi 

■'If you subpoena records of the estate of Dorothy Kilgallen 
(decLsed) in New York, you will find certain olues oonoornlng 
the JPK death. The CIA and FBI have confieoated certain docu- 
ments relating to the eatate of Dorothy Kilgallen. floasa be 

very cereful#’* 

Dorothy Kilgallen did have e private interview with Jack '^uby during 
Sc trial and in the Judge's chambora. Irregular as it was, this 
apparently did happen, 

Shortly after her death, attributed to a combination of alcotol and 

barbituotes, the make-up man of a How York Lld'hlm 

peered told me he had been hor mako-up man and t^t aho ^d tolo him 
she would break the JFK asoesainatlon wide open in five days. ho 
diod first. He had no details. 

Mot long after that I waa part of a panel stow on tho some 
Another participant, Penn Jones, Jr., of iddlothlan, t" 

Intoroat In soemlngly mystariouB deaths. I hod not 
that occasion. I thon told him the foregoins story bo he could fol 
low It up. This began what may well bo no more than a mythology 
about tor death, with inforencoa of foul deodo. 

1 have no evidence either way. Life does abound in coincidences. 

However, what is unusual is that with this exclusive Interview 
Aothinp- over appeared in the press end no notes or tapes have 
surfaced. Others, some for me, have tried to obtain these from her 
hiisband. It is my recollection that ha said there ware none. I 
cannot imagine an interview as newsworthy as that one in which an 
experienced reporter made no record of any kind. 

In my belief, i^hby wae not rational. Uo, oven though I have "o 
of knowing whnt he may have anid, without Independent confirmation 
tliGPo wouXd be no crodlbllltya 

I do know that tho investigation as it relates to Ihiby war ontiroly 
inadequate. ’’Phere is what I regard as a fake FDl report doolln^ 
with ^by as an informant for the House Un-American committee os o 
the time of Mr. Mixon’s raomberahlp on it. There is also a letter 
from J. ‘.dgar Hoover supposedly recounting the unproduotivensss o. 
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the admitted attempt to recruit I'uby’ss a criminal informant in 
Dallas, I have both. I also know there is another version, jjivon 
me by s former Dallae ?T>I a^ent. It is that hiby waa recruited, by 
an agent other than the one mentioned by doover. 

All that appears to be dependable that wo know about ^iuby is incon- 
sistent with tha Hoover lottor. kiby was n police buff, dospito 
his caroer. Ho should have been a likely and a productive sotirco 
of criminal information. His club was ideally suited to this end. 

Tho 207 zip cancellation on tho anonymous note is on« from which I 
have never roceivod any communicaticn like this one. It is within 
easy commuting- distance of the fedarsl agencies. 

Unless tho writer meant to subpoena tho supposed records from those 
agencies, there Is an obvious contradiction between suggesting a 
subpoena (to rao yeti) and allaging that thsy were confiscated. 

However, I believe that it might be useful to make a request of both 
the husband and the agencies. 

As tho allegation that Dorothy Kllgallen was rturderod lacks basis 
for belief, ao also doos Hoover's explanation. It seems quite im- 
probable t^t any reporter would hove come from such an interview 
without notes or a tape. If any records are foxmd, it ought not bo 
impossible to determine whether they are worth following up or if 
they reflect tho reasonablo. The one purpose Ruby's bullet served 
was to make a trial and a defense impossible. He had more oppor- 
tunities to shoot Oswald after Oswald's arrest than the one ha used. 
Ho was well-known to the Dallas police, who wero well anaro of his 
record and his tendency toward violence. Thora waa never any real 
investigation of how it was possible for him to ba where ha was when 
ha did shoot Oswald. The only effort was to dismiss suspicions that 
ho conspired. And I find no innocent explanatin for his presence in 
areas prohibited to all but officials and identified members of tho 
proas when ha was as well known to the police as ho was and lacked 
any crcdontials for those who did not know him, 

Dlnocrcly, 


Harold ieiaborg 
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ucar i>enc tor Church! 

•hilc I bijliovw bhoro arc liihorant crodlbllicy iiroblorm In whot I 
oiii wrlbine you about » I nlso aasume it is one of a largo auaber of 
rutaora and roporta about the Jl% aaaasslnation with which you nro 
being inundstod and that what I can tell you about it n&y b-» holpful. 

In today* a aail th«r« is this anonytooua nota< 

"If you subpoena raoords of tho ostato of i^rothy Kllgallen 
(deeeeaed) in Sew York, ycu will find certain oluoa oenoArniru.; - 
the JFK death* The CIA and FBI have oonflsoated certain doou> 
caenta relating to the estate of Dorothy Kllgallen. Please be 
very csreful. 

Jorothy Kllgallen did have a prlvota interview with Tack Huby during 
hl»r trial and in tho Jttdge'a ohanbers. Irregular as it woe, this 
apparently did happen. 

"hortly after her death, attributed to a conblmitlon of alcohol eiuJ 
borbituatea, tho n»ke-up nan of a Kew York TV ahow on which I ep- 
pesrod told me hs had been her onko-up nan and that she had told 1 la 
aha would break the JPK aaaassinatioa wide open In five days. *’ho 
died first. He had no details. 

?>ot long after thst I was part of a panel ahow on the saae otatinn. 
Another participant, Penn Jones, Jr., of Hldlothlen, Teaaa, hod an 
interest in seemingly oystarioTia deetha. I had not nut Jones before 
that ocoa&lon* I then told him the foregoing rtory ao h© could fol~ 
low It up. Ibis began what any well be no more than a mythology 
about her death, with infurencea of foul deeds. 

£ hove rio evidence either way. Life does abound In ooinoidences. 

However, whfit 1« unurual la that with this exclualve Infcorvlaw 
nothing over appeared in tho preaa and no notes or tepaa have ©■ver 
surfaced. Others, aonn for me, have tried to obtain these from her 
husband. It is my recolleotion that he said there were none. 1 
cannot ioaglno an interview as newsworthy as that one in which an 
expstrlencod reporter made no record of saay kind. 

In my belief, ihby was not rational. So, even though I have no way 
of knowing what he may have said, without independent eonfirmtion 
there would be no credibility, 

I do know that thu Investigaticn ss it relates to Tuby was entirely 
inadequate. There la what I regard as a fake ?BI report dealing 
with 5Tuby as an Informnt for the House Hn-Anerlcan coanittee as of 
the tine of Mr. Hlxon's ew'-hbarahlp on it. There Is also p letter 
from J, .'klgar Hoover supposedly reeountlng the unproductiveness of 
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ths ndnltted &tt«tapt to rocruit :\‘uby a£ a erialnal Informant in 
Uallne. I ha vs both. I also knov there la another vomlon, given 
me by a former Uallaa FUI agent. It Is that ihiby waa recruited, by 
an a^ent other than the one acntloned by Hoover, 

All that appears to be dopendable that we know about ^iuby is inoon- 
Blatant with th» Hoover letter. luby was a police buff ,* despite 
hla career. He should have been a likely and a productive nourco 
of crlalnal information. His olub wo a Idoally suited to this end. 

Thh .207 £ljp oanoellation on the anonynoua note la an« from which I 
hov« never reoalvad any ccmosunloatlon like this one. It is within 
« 2 asy consiutlng distance of the federal egenclos. 

Unless the writer meant to subpoena tho supposed records from these 
agencies, there is an obvious aontrcdiction between auggostlng a 
subpoena (to mo yeti) snd alleging that they were ooaflseated. 

However, I believe that it night be useful to moke a request of both 
the husband end the agencies. 

As the allegation that Dorothy Kilgallen waa murdered laeks basis 
for belief, ao also does lioovor'a explanation, it ceena quite ira- * 
probeblo that any reporter would have come from such an intcrvlou 
without notes or a tope. If any records are found, it o\ight not be 
lapoaalbla to determine whether they arc worth following up or if 
they reflect the reasonable. 'Pho one purpose .Ruby's bullet aorvod 
waa to make a trial and a defense Inpossiblo. Ho had mores oppor- 
tunities to shoot dawald aftor Oswald's arrest than the ono ha used. 
He was well-known to fho Dallas police, who wore wall anaro of his 
reoord and his tendency toward vlolsnoa. TSierQ was n^Jiasr any real 
Inve -stlga tion of how it wes posalbio for him to bo where ho waa when 
he did shoot Oswald, The only effort was to dismiss auapicioao thot 
he conspired. And I find no innocent axplanatln for his presencs in 
aroBs prohibited to all but officials and identified a'jrtbora of the 
press when he waa a a well known to the police as he wns snd lacked 
any credentials for those who did not know him. 


Sincerely, 


Harold 'wslsberg 


